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1 . The amendment of 8/2 1/06 has been received and entered. 

2. Claims 1-30 are pending. 

Reasons for Allowance 

3. The Applicant has argued (Section 1, Paragraph 2, page 1): 

Aucsmith, et al. discloses decryption using the public key of the issuer. (See col . 12, lines 28- 
29) Aucsmith et al. dose not disclose or suggest that the public key used to encrypt or decrypt the 
template stored in the person identification certificate is a different public key depending on the 
entity which executes authentication of a person as required by claim 1 . ' 



The Examiner has considered these arguments and evaluated that Aucsmith et al. teaches as 
such: 

(Column 12,lines 17-34) reveals that the public key is dependent upon the issuer of certificate. 
That is, the public key should differ in a manner that is dependent upon the issuer of a certificate. 
The issuer of the certificate is disclosed in Column 5, lines 8-25, where examples of the 
certificate issuer include: 

a credit card company, a company issuing an employee identification badge, or a state motor 
vehicle agency involving a driver's hcense. 
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Additionally, Column 12, lines 18-21) discloses that the authentication process of figure 10, 
which was recited by the Examiner in the previous rejection discloses that the flow of the process 
of the certificate authentication occurs in a point of sale terminal. 

Thus, with regards to the rejection, the question is raised, does the issuer of the certificate qualify 
as a point of sale terminal. If the two can be said to be the same entity, that it follows that the 
public key used to authenticate the certificate is dependent upon the authenticating entity. 

After careful consideration, it is the Examiner's position that the point of sale terminal cannot be 
said to be the same as the certificate issuing entity. As it remains, these two appear to be 
understood as distinct entities in Aucsmith et al. The issuer entity refers to a certificate issuing 
authority, such as a credit card company or a company issuing identification badges. On the 
other hand, the point of sale terminal is imderstood in the art to be the point at which the sale 
takes place or the location of a transaction that necessitates the authentication of the certificate. 
Because the authentication of the certificate is performed by a point of sale terminal, the public 
key used to decrypt or encrypt the template is not different "depending upon the entity which 
executes authentication of a person". 

For this reason, the Examiner has withdrawn the previous rejections and claim 1 is allowable. 
Claim 17 is allowable for the same reasons as claim 1. 

The dependent claims are allowable because independent claims 1 and 17 are allowable. 
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Conclusion 



4. Any inquiry concerning this communication from the examiner should be directed to 
Thomas M Ho whose telephone number is (571)272-3835. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F from 9:30 AM - 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's supervisor, 
Gilberto Barron can be reached on (571)272-3799. 

The Examiner may also be reached through email through Thomas,Ho6@uspto.gov 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should 
be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571)272-2100. 

General Information/Receptionist Telephone: 571-272-2100 Fax: 571-273-8300 
Customer Service Representative Telephone: 571-272-2100 Fax: 571-273-8300 

TMH 

November 1st, 2006 ^ ^ , ^ 
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